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ATTORNEY disciplinary proceeding. Attorney's |icense

suspended.

11 PER CURI AM W review a stipulation executed by
Attorney Naomi E. Soldon and the Ofice of Lawer Regulation
(OLR) pursuant to SCR 22.12.' 1In the stipulation Attorney Sol don

1 SCR 22.12 provides: Stipulation.

(1) The director may file with the conplaint a
stipulation of the director and the respondent to the
facts, conclusions of law regarding m sconduct, and
discipline to be inposed. The suprenme court may
consider the conplaint and stipulation wthout the
appoi ntment of a referee.
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admts that she commtted eight counts  of pr of essi onal
m sconduct . She agrees with the OLR s request that her license
to practice law in Wsconsin be suspended for a period of six
nont hs. After thoroughly reviewing the matter, we accept the
stipulation and inpose the requested discipline. Because
Attorney Soldon entered into a conprehensive stipulation prior
to the appointnent of a referee, we do not require her to pay
the costs of this proceeding.

12 According to the State Bar of Wsconsin's website,
Attorney Soldon was admtted to the practice of law in Wsconsin
in 1990. She nost recently practiced in MIwaukee. Her | aw
license is currently admnistratively suspended for a nunber of
reasons, including the failure to pay bar dues and assessnents.

13 Attorney Soldon's professional msconduct primarily
stems from a series of retail thefts and her subsequent
interactions with |aw enforcenent. These incidents cover a
period of time from the spring of 2007 through the spring of
2008.

(2) If the supreme court approves a stipulation,
it shall adopt the stipulated facts and concl usi ons of
| aw and i npose the stipul ated discipline.

(3) If the suprene court rejects the stipulation
a referee shall be appointed and the natter shal
proceed as a conplaint filed without a stipulation.

(4) A stipulation rejected by the suprene court
has no evidentiary value and is without prejudice to
the respondent's defense of +the proceeding or the
prosecution of the conplaint.
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14 On May 24, 2007, Attorney Soldon was arrested for
retail theft at a departnent store in Geendale, Wsconsin. She
was subsequently convicted of m sdeneanor retail theft (loss
under $2,500). The circuit court inposed and stayed a sentence
of 30 days in the M| waukee County House of Correction and one
year of probation. Attorney Soldon's husband tinely notified
the OLR of this conviction. See SCR 21.15(5).% In Count 1 of
the conplaint and stipulation, the parties have agreed that
Attorney Soldon's conduct |eading to this crimnal conviction
vi ol ated SCR 20:8.4(b).3

15 Counts 2 through 4 relate to an incident that began at
a gas station just off Interstate 94 (1-94) in Wndsor,
Wsconsin in Novenber 2007. The Wsconsin State Patrol was
notified that a vehicle registered to Attorney Sol don had driven

off w thout paying for gasoline. A state trooper subsequently

2 SCR 21.15(5) states as foll ows:

An attorney found guilty or convicted of any
crime on or after July 1, 2002, shall notify in
witing the office of |lawer regulation and the clerk
of the Supreme Court within 5 days after the finding
or conviction, whichever first occurs. The notice
shall include the identity of the attorney, the date
of finding or conviction, the offenses, and the
jurisdiction. An attorney's failure to notify the
office of lawer regulation and clerk of the suprene
court of being found guilty or his or her conviction
i s m sconduct.

3 SCR 20:8.4(b) states it is professional misconduct for a
| awer to "commt a crimnal act that reflects adversely on the
| awyer's honesty, trustworthiness or fitness as a lawer in
ot her respects; "
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stopped Attorney Soldon on eastbound 1-94. Attorney Sol don
acknow edged that she had not paid for the gas, but clained that
it had been an accident. A second state trooper arrived, and
while the two officers were discussing the mtter, Attorney
Soldon fled the scene of the traffic stop. A chase ensued on
east bound 1-94, which ended when Attorney Soldon drove her car
over an enbanknment and into a farmfield. At the |local hospital
Attorney Soldon stated she had fled the scene of the traffic
stop because she was afraid that she was going to be arrested.

16 Attorney Soldon pled guilty to one count of felony
fleeing and eluding an officer. A charge of m sdeneanor retail
theft was dismssed and read in for sentencing purposes. The
Dane County circuit court sentenced Attorney Soldon to pay a
$6,430 fine, which she paid within 60 days. Attorney Sol don
failed to advise the OLR of this conviction within five days.

M7 Wth respect to this incident, the stipulation
provides that Attorney Soldon commtted three violations of the
Wsconsin Rules of Professional Conduct for Attorneys. First,
her conduct of fleeing and eluding an officer constituted a
violation of SCR 20:8.4(b). Li kew se, although the crimnal
charge on this subject was dism ssed, her conduct in driving off
w t hout paying for gasoline also constituted a violation of SCR
20:8.4(b). Finally, her failure to report her crimnal
conviction in witing to the OLR within five days constituted a
viol ation of SCR 21. 15(5).

18 Counts 5 through 7 of the conplaint and stipul ation
arise out of two nore retail theft incidents that occurred in

4
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Waukesha County in January and February 2008. On January 14,
2008, Attorney Soldon left a departnment store in Brookfield with
sonme stol en nerchandi se. As she entered her vehicle, a store
enpl oyee asked her to cone back to the store to discuss the

theft. Attorney Soldon told the enployee to get out of the way

or the enployee would get hurt. She then drove off, but was
subsequently arrested. For this incident, Attorney Soldon was
again charged with m sdeneanor retail theft. That charge was

ultimately dismssed and read in at sentencing for the
conviction discussed in the succeedi ng paragraph.

19 On February 14, 2008, Attorney Soldon was arrested for
stealing boxed sets of conpact discs at a nusic store in
Br ookfi el d. She falsely told police that her nanme was Maree
Sheridan and gave a series of false birth dates. Wth respect
to this incident, Attorney Soldon ultimately pled guilty to one
count of msdeneanor retail theft. A count of m sdeneanor
resisting or obstructing an officer was dismssed and read in
for sentencing purposes, as was the retail theft charge for the
January 14, 2008, incident. The Waukesha County circuit court
sentenced Attorney Soldon to 30 days in jail, but stayed that
sentence and placed Attorney Sol don on one year of probation, as
wel |l as inposed fines and costs totaling $602. Attorney Sol don
did report her arrest and the proposed plea agreenent in this
matter to the OLR

110 For these two acts of retail theft and the act of

obstruction of |aw enforcenent by providing a false nane to the
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police, the stipulation provides that Attorney Soldon commtted
three violations of SCR 20:8.4(Db).

11 Count 8 of the stipulation addresses Attorney Sol don's
failure to cooperate with the OLR s investigation of her conduct
followng the notification of her first retail theft conviction
by her husband in Decenber 2007. Begi nning approxi mately two
weeks after that notification, the OLR began sending a series of
letters to Attorney Soldon asking her to provide a witten
response about the retail theft incident. The OLR sent two such
letters, in Decenber 2007 and February 2008, but Attorney Sol don
did not respond. The OLR then granted a series of extensions of
tinme over the next several nonths for Attorney Soldon to
respond, but she failed to do so. Utimately, on May 14, 2008,
the OLR filed a notion with this court seeking an order to show
cause why Attorney Soldon's license should not be tenporarily
suspended. The order to show cause was issued, and Attorney
Soldon ultimtely submtted a suitable witten response to the
CLR, which then withdrew its notion. The stipul ation provides
that these facts show a willful failure to cooperate with an OLR
investigation, in violation of SCR 22.03(2),% enforced via

20:8.4(h).°

4 SCR 22.03(2) states:

Upon conmencing an investigation, the director

shall notify the respondent of the matter being
investigated unless in the opinion of the director the
investigation of the nmatter requires otherw se. The

respondent shall fully and fairly disclose all facts
and circunstances pertaining to the alleged m sconduct
within 20 days after being served by ordinary mail a

6
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112 In the stipulation Attorney Soldon verifies that she
under stands the m sconduct allegations against her and her right
to contest those allegations; t hat she understands the
ram fications of the requested discipline in the event the court
accepts the stipulation; that she wunderstands her right to
consult counsel; and that she is entering into the stipulation
knowi ngly and voluntarily. The stipulation further provides
that Attorney Soldon is admtting her m sconduct and agreeing to
the level of discipline sought by the OLR nanely, a six-nonth
suspension of her license to practice |aw in Wsconsin.

113 We approve the stipulation and adopt the stipulated
facts and legal conclusions of professional m sconduct. Her
series of retail thefts and her related attenpts to avoid arrest
or conviction evince a serious disregard for the |aw e
therefore inpose the six-nonth suspension requested in the
stipul ati on. In Iight of the SCR 22.12 stipulation, we do not
I npose costs.

114 The inposition of a six-nmonth suspension will require

Att or ney Sol don to conpl ete successful ly t he forma

request for a witten response. The director may
allow additional time to respond. Fol | owi ng recei pt
of the response, the director my conduct further
investigation and may conpel the respondent to answer
guesti ons, furni sh docunent s, and pr esent any
i nformati on deened rel evant to the investigation.

> SCR 20:8.4(h) states it is professional msconduct for a
| awyer to "fail to cooperate in the investigation of a grievance
filed wwth the office of l|lawer regulation as required by SCR
21.15(4), SCR 22.001(9)(b), SCR 22.03(2), SCR 22.03(6), or SCR
22.04(1); "
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reinstatenment process in order to regain her license to practice
law in Wsconsin. See SCRs 22.29-22.33. In addition, before
her license can be reinstated, she will be separately obligated
to neet the requirenents to termnate the various admnistrative
suspensions of her |icense. The reinstatenent of her |icense
cannot occur until she successfully conpletes each applicable
rei nstatenent process.

15 IT IS ORDERED that the |icense of Naomi E. Soldon to
practice law in Wsconsin is suspended for a period of six
nmont hs, effective as of the date of this order.

16 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that to the extent she has not
already done so, Naom E  Soldon shall conply wth the
provi sions of SCR 22.26 concerning the duties of a person whose

license to practice law in Wsconsin has been suspended.



No. 2009AP892-D



	Text2
	Text3
	Text5
	Text6
	Text7
	Text9
	Text10
	Text11
	Text12
	CaseNumber
	AddtlCap

